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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: In response to the office action mailed May 10, 2004, and in order to 
advance the prosecution of the application, applicant's representative agreed to cancel claims 12-13 to overcome the 
double patenting rejection and rejections under 35 (JSC 102 and 35 USC 103. Applicant's representative agreed to 
amend claims 25 and 45 to overcome claim objections for typographical errors. Applicant noted that claims 7-10 and 
30 of co-pending application 10/059,753 have been canceled and that claim 31 relied on in the double patenting 
rejection does not apply to claims 24-25. Examiner agrees that claims 24-25 are not obvious modifications of claim 31 
of the co-pending application because claim 31 does not limitations regarding definitions of configurations of a first 
fabric and a second fabric. 


